

JFK Redux 

AFTER READING YOUR COVER STORY ON 
the “new” cover-up in the Kennedy assas- 
sination [top officials’ scrambling; to con- 
ceal their own mistakes during the investi- 
gation], I must compliment Newsweek 
(“How We Ended Up With 30 Years of JFK 
Conspiracy Theories,” special report, 
Nov. 22). You presented a fairly un- 
biased account of the extreme views (Oli- 
ver Stone’s “JFK”) as well as the Warren 
Commission’s hastily arrived-at conclu- 
sions. The truth probably lies somewhere 
in the middle. Hopefully someday it will 
emerge and allow us cynics to rest more 
comfortably. 

Thomas J. Moony 

CARY, ILL. 

ONCE AGAIN THE MEDIA HAS MOVED TO 
silence dissent by dismissing conspiracy 
theorists as fantasists and cottage industri- 
alists. Aside from being a love letter to 
“Case Closed” author Gerald Posner— the 
only independent researcher you cite— 
your special report was an insult to the 
many Americans who have spent 3 r ears do- 
ing the job the government and the Warren 
Commission failed to do. 

Bradley Bannon 

MYRTLE BEACH, S.C. 

I WISH TO CONGRATULATE EVAN THOMAS 
for his well-reasoned approach in explain- 
ing many of the actions of officials after 
the assassination (“The Real Cover-Up"). 
However, the “benign conspiracy” he re- 
ports of a cover-up of information by gov- 
ernmental agencies such as the FBI and 
CIA does not necessarily preclude a mur- 
der conspiracy. While uncertainty reigns 
concerning the details of organized-crime 
or intelligence involvement, a critical ele- 
ment that remained unmentioned in Thom- 
as’s piece— the demonstrable shortcomings 
of the single-bullet theory— must be ad- 
dressed first. Unfortunately, Thomas failed 
to rebut this theory, but concluded, never- 
theless, that the “Warren Commission was 
probably right.” 

Carl Alessi 

YORBA LINDA, CALIF. 

AMERICA’S FAILURE TO BUY INTO THE CON- 
clusion that Lee Harvey Oswald was the 
lone gunman stems not, as Michael Besch- 
loss states, from our intolerance for the idea 
that a “surly little egotist” brought about a 
“historical transformation,” but from our 
sense that the logistics of the kill were be- 
yond any one man (“The Day That Changed 
America”). Moreover, the overabundance 
of incriminating evidence against Oswald, 
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Whodunit? 

With recent polls showing that nine out 
of 10 Americans believe JFK’s murder 
involved a conspiracy, it’s not surpris- 
ing that some 
readers of our 
Nov. 22 anniver- 
sary cover dis- 
puted its case- 
closed premise. 

The theories 
some readers 
posed, though, 
were surprising. 

“Look closely at 
the driver [of JFK’s limo as seen in the 
Zapruder film],” wrote one. “See the 
gun in his left hand pointed at Kenne- 
dy?” Another suggested Oswald’s 
“real target was Jackie.” The most ba- 
roque theory cast JFK himself as the 
chief conspirator. The scenario: Ken- 
nedy, fearing disgrace if the story of his 
involvement with the mistress of a Ma- 
fia boss hit the papers, engineered “the 
one event that would end his problems 
and give his public image a boost.” 

his silencing by Jack Ruby in the midst of a 
Dallas police escort and the incomplete Be- 
thesda Naval Hospital autopsy all add to 
our belief that the assassination was, at the 
least, government sanctioned. 

Daniel J. Kuhn 

JACKSON, MICH. 

LET’S LOOK AGAIN AT NEWSWEEK’s GRAPH- 
ic illustration of the route of the JFK motor- 
cade through Dealey Plaza and the direc- 
tion of the bullets. If Oswald was the sole 
assassin, why did he hold his fire while the 
motorcade was approaching his perch and 
turning left directly beneath him? Instead 
of taking that easy shot, he waited until the 
limousine was well past and moving away, 
making for a far more difficult shot. In addi- 
tion, by the time Oswald shot his vision was 
partially obscured by trees (and, as your 
illustration shows, a tree deflected the first 
shot). The explanation could be that Os- 
wald had to coordinate his shots with an 
accomplice farther along the route. 

Michael Horton 

BRUNSWICK, MAINE 

IN HER PORTRAIT OF OSWALD, MELINDA 
Beck remarks, “Even those who are con- 
vinced that Oswald was the sole assassin 
remain puzzled about his motive” (“The 
Mind of the Assassin"). While no one will 
ever know what caused this troubled mind 
to commit the crime of the century, consid- 


er this: had Oswald not been apprehended, 
who would have been blamed? The right 
wing, of course— as indeed they were at 
the outset. It is entirely plausible, there- 
fore, that Oswald, who had previously 
attempted to shoot a right-wing military 
officer, was determined in one blow to per- 
manently harm his ideological opponents 
while getting even with his wife for her (in 
Beck’s words) “attraction to JFK.” 

Leonard Greenberg 

HERNDON, VA. 

YOUR DESCRIPTION OF THE CIA-LBJ-PENTA- 
gon plot as being “the wackiest conspiracy 
theory of all” rings hollow. This theory was 
not, as you say, “cooked up” by Oliver 
Stone but was the result of a painstaking 
investigation conducted by New Orleans 
District Attorney Jim Garrison. Your omis- 
sion of him and his book “On The Trail of 
the Assassins” forces this somewhat in- 
formed bystander to conclude that you’ve 
raised more questions than you answered. 

Michael F. Relley 

ENOSBURG FALLS, VT. 

ASK NOT HOW MANY MORE ARTICLES 
about JFK we need to be exposed to— ask, 
Why? JFK has been dead for 30 years and 
will remain so. Leave the poor man alone. 

Andrea Wright 

ABERDEEN, N.C. 

‘Extensive Credentials’ 

IT IS ALARMING TO SEE NEWSWEEK’S CON- 
tinued prejudicial coverage of the resig- 
nation of Clifton Wharton Jr. as deputy 
secretary of state (“Filling Some Gaps,” 
periscope, Nov. 22) after you earlier pub- 
lished the rumor of Wharton’s ouster 
(“State Shake-Up?” periscope, Nov. 1). In- 
stead of exercising your reportorial talents 
to learn the full story, you appear to accept 
as gospel this one-sided leak. I do not know 
why the administration chose, through 
these underhanded means, to signal that 
Dr. Wharton should resign. I do know that 
allegations that he “lacked foreign-affairs 
experience” cannot be accepted by any fair- 
minded observer. Dr. Wharton, the son of 
America’s first black career ambassador, 
was bom into a diplomatic environment. 
As early as 1948 he worked on Latin 
American projects with Nelson A. Rocke- 
feller, and his Ph.D, dissertation was about 
Brazil. During the late 1950s and '60s, his 
full-time assignment was economic and ag- 
ricultural development in Southeast Asia, 
where he trained many of today’s leading 
economists and government officials in that 
region. Upon Wharton’s return from Asia, 
President Johnson appointed him to serve 
on the State Department Advisory Panel on 
East Asia. As president of Michigan State 
University and then as head of the State 





